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REMARKS 

The Final Office Action dated July 26, 2007 contained a final rejection of claims 1- 
20. The Applicants have amended claims 1,10 and 20. Claims 1-20 are in the case. 
Please consider the present amendment with the attached Request for Continued 
Examination (RCE) under 37 C.F.R. § 1.114. This amendment is in accordance with 37 
C.F.R. § 1.114. Reexamination and reconsideration of the application, as amended, are 
requested. 

The Office Action objected to the Title of the Invention. 

In response, the Applicant has amended the Title of the Invention as suggested by 
the Examiner to overcome this objection. 

The Office Action objected to the Cross-References to Related Applications section 
of the disclosure. 

In response, the Applicant has amended the Cross-References to Related 
Applications as suggested by the Examiner to overcome this objection. 

The Office Action rejected claims 1-20 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second 
paragraph, as allegedly being indefinite. 

In response, the Applicant has amended the applicable claims to overcome this 
rejection as suggested by the Examiner. 

The Office Action rejected claims 1-20 under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
allegedly failing to comply with the written description requirement. 

In particular, the Examiner argued that "...the examiner can find no mentioning of 
storing auxiliary images frames in a capture buffer, storing image frames corresponding 
to the auxiliary image frames in a second memory location separate from the capture 
buffer, and then transferring both the auxiliary image frames in the capture buffer and 
the image frames corresponding to the auxiliary image frames in the second memory to 
a separate fixed section of memory." Instead, the Examiner argued that paragraph 
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[0049] discloses that the "...processing system (106) copies one or rriore auxiliary 
image frames and/or the corresponding image frame from the buffer locations to 
another section of memory.. " and that paragraph [0060] discloses "...an embodiment in 
which image frames and auxiliary image frames stored in the buffers are copied to the 
fixed section of memory. 

The Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection and submits that the claims are 
supported by the specification in light of the amendments to the claims and the 
arguments below. Specifically, paragraph [0060] states "...an auxiliary image frame is 
saved in the capture buffer at step 216, and a corresponding image frame is saved in a 
fixed section of memory at step 220" (as shown in FIG. 2, capture buffer 216 is separate 
from fixed memory 220). In addition, paragraph [0060] also states that the "...auxiliary 
image frame and a corresponding image frame are saved in the capture buffer at step 
216 and copied to the fixed section of memory at step 220." Moreover, paragraph 
[0049] states that the "...processing system 106 copies one or more auxiliary image 
frames and/or the corresponding image frame from the buffer locations to another 
section of memory, such as to a fixed section of memory, and the image processing is 
performed on the copied data." 

Further, although the specification uses language such as "alternative 
embodiments", "in one embodiment* and "in some cases" when disclosing several 
elements, the original specification does not require mutual exclusivity when disclosing 
these elements. The use of these terms is to illustrate many different functional aspects of 
the elements and their various types of interconnectivities with one another, which does , 
not cause operational problems, and thus, they are not mutually exclusive of each other. 

Hence, the description in the specification provides enough enabling support for 
the claimed "to copy one or more auxiliary image frames to the second memory location 
for performing image processing on the image frames and the copied corresponding 
auxiliary image frames in the second memory location ." Therefore, for the reasons set 
forth above, the Applicant submits that the rejection should be withdrawn because 
claims 1-20 are enabling and comply with 35 U.S.C. § 112, first paragraph. 

Thus, it is respectfully requested that all of the claims be allowed based on the 
amendments and arguments. Accordingly, the Examiner is respectfully requested to 
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withdraw the outstanding rejection of the claims and to pass this application to issue. 
Additionally, in an effort to further the prosecution of the subject application, the Applicant 
kindly requests the Examiner to telephone the Applicant's attorney at (818) 885-1575. 
Please note that all mail correspondence should continue to be directed to: 



Hewlett Packard Company 
Intellectual Property Administration 
P.O. Box 272400 
Fort Collins, CO 80527-2400 

Respectfully submitted, 
Dated: October 24, 2007 




Edmond A. DeFrank 
Reg. No. 37,814 
Attorney for Applicant 
(818) 885-1575 TEL 
(818) 885-5750 FAX 
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